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Abstract. We measured the radioactive carbon isotope
14C (radiocarbon) in various fractions of the carbonaceous
aerosol sampled between February 2011 and March 2012 at
the Cesar Observatory in the Netherlands. Based on the ra-
diocarbon content in total carbon (TC), organic carbon (OC),
water-insoluble organic carbon (WIOC), and elemental car-
bon (EC), we estimated the contribution of major sources to
the carbonaceous aerosol. The main source categories were
fossil fuel combustion, biomass burning, and other contem-
porary carbon, which is mainly biogenic secondary organic
aerosol material (SOA).
A clear seasonal variation is seen in EC from biomass
burning (ECbb), with lowest values in summer and highest
values in winter, but ECbb is a minor fraction of EC in all
seasons. WIOC from contemporary sources is highly corre-
lated with ECbb, indicating that biomass burning is a domi-
nant source of contemporary WIOC. This suggests that most
biogenic SOA is water soluble and that water-insoluble car-
bon stems mainly from primary sources. Seasonal variations
in other carbon fractions are less clear and hardly distinguish-
able from variations related to air mass history.
Air masses originating from the ocean sector presumably
contain little carbonaceous aerosol from outside the Nether-
lands, and during these conditions measured carbon concen-
trations reflect regional sources. In these situations absolute
TC concentrations are usually rather low, around 1.5 µg m−3,
and ECbb is always very low (∼ 0.05 µg m−3), even in win-
ter, indicating that biomass burning is not a strong source of
carbonaceous aerosol in the Netherlands. In continental air
masses, which usually arrive from the east or south and have
spent several days over land, TC concentrations are on aver-
age by a factor of 3.5 higher. ECbb increases more strongly
than TC to 0.2 µg m−3. Fossil EC and fossil WIOC, which
are indicative of primary emissions, show a more moderate
increase by a factor of 2.5 on average.
An interesting case is fossil water-soluble organic carbon
(WSOC, calculated as OC-WIOC), which can be regarded as
a proxy for SOA from fossil precursors. Fossil WSOC has
low concentrations when regional sources are sampled and
increases by more than a factor of 5 in continental air masses.
A longer residence time of air masses over land seems to
result in increased SOA concentrations from fossil origin.
Published by Copernicus Publications on behalf of the European Geosciences Union.
3234 U. Dusek et al.: Sources and formation mechanisms of carbonaceous aerosol
1 Introduction
Carbonaceous material constitutes a significant fraction of
the atmospheric aerosol in almost all environments. In Eu-
rope this fraction is typically between 30 and 60 % of PM2.5
(e.g., Fuzzi et al., 2015; Pöschl, 2005; Putaud et al., 2004).
With the continuing reduction of inorganic aerosol con-
stituents in Europe (e.g., Chin et al., 2014), carbonaceous
material will likely be the dominant aerosol component in the
future. For further improvements in air quality, it is necessary
to target the carbonaceous aerosol fraction. However, source
apportionment of the organic aerosol fraction is notoriously
difficult due to the large number of constituents and the com-
plexity of chemical formation and transformation processes
of the organic aerosol (Fuzzi et al., 2006).
Analysis of the radioactive carbon isotope 14C in various
carbonaceous aerosol fractions has become an important tool
for source apportionment in the recent years (e.g., Currie,
2000; Gelencsér et al., 2007; Heal et al., 2014, and refer-
ences therein; Szidat et al., 2006). The success of this method
lies in its clear-cut separation between fossil and contem-
porary sources of carbonaceous aerosol. 14C is continually
produced in the upper troposphere and stratosphere. Ther-
mal neutrons produced by cosmic rays react with 14N to 14C,
which is oxidized via 14CO to 14CO2. 14C decays with a half-
life of 5730 years (Godwin, 1962). In the living biosphere it
is continually replenished from atmospheric 14CO2, so that
a typical contemporary level is established. Aerosol carbon
originating from the living biosphere, such as plant emis-
sions or wood combustion, has therefore the contemporary
14C signature. Fossil fuels, however, have been buried for so
long that 14C has completely decayed and as a consequence
aerosol carbon from fossil fuels contains no 14C.
In aerosol source apportionment, the 14C content of a sam-
ple is usually reported as fraction modern (Mook and van der
Plicht, 1999; Reimer et al., 2004):
F14C=
(
14C
12C
)
sample(
14C
12C
)
1950
, (1)
which relates the 14C / 12C ratio of the sample to the ratio of
the unperturbed atmosphere in the year 1950. Both ratios are
normalized to a δ13C value of −25 ‰ to account for isotopic
fractionation during sample pretreatment and measurement.
Aerosol carbon derived from living biomass should there-
fore have F14C∼ 1 in an atmosphere unperturbed by human
activities, whereas carbon from fossil sources has F14C= 0.
Human activities, however, especially the atomic bomb tests
which nearly doubled the natural 14CO2 levels in the 1960s
and 1970s, are perturbing the natural equilibrium. Currently,
the atmospheric CO2 has F14C of approximately 1.04 (Levin
et al., 2010), which is decreasing every year, because the
14CO2 produced by bomb testing is taken up by oceans and
the biosphere. Moreover, fossil fuel consumption introduces
14C-free CO2 into the atmosphere, leading to a further de-
crease in atmospheric F14C. This has consequences for the
F14C of contemporary aerosol sources: biogenic primary and
secondary organic aerosols, as well as aerosols from cook-
ing emissions, have F14C close to the value of current at-
mospheric CO2. F14C of aerosol from wood combustion is
higher than that, because a significant fraction of carbon in
the wood burned today was fixed during times when 14C
levels in the atmosphere were high. Estimates based on tree
growth models (e.g., Lewis et al., 2004; Mohn et al., 2008)
range from 1.08 to 1.30 for biomass combusted in western
Europe (Genberg et al., 2011; Gilardoni et al., 2011; El Had-
dad et al., 2011; Minguillón et al., 2011; Szidat et al., 2006,
2007, 2009).
If F14C is separately measured on different carbon sub-
fractions, such as organic carbon (OC) and elemental carbon
(EC), then the three major sources of carbonaceous aerosol
can be separated, namely biogenic, biomass combustion, and
fossil fuel combustion (Bernardoni et al., 2013; Minguil-
lón et al., 2011; Szidat et al., 2006). For example, Szidat et
al. (2007) showed that residential biomass combustion is the
dominant source of carbonaceous aerosol in Alpine valleys
in winter. Gustafsson et al. (2009) demonstrated that in the
brown haze over South Asia the majority of the carbonaceous
aerosol originates from biomass burning sources. Other stud-
ies showed that carbonaceous aerosol is dominated by bio-
genic sources in rural areas in the summer (Genberg et al.,
2011; Yttri et al., 2011b).
Measurements of F14C in either water-insoluble OC (e.g.,
Szidat et al., 2006) or water-soluble OC (Kirillova et al.,
2010) can help to distinguish secondary from primary fos-
sil OC. Primary OC /EC ratios for fossil sources are rela-
tively well characterized and tend to produce mainly water-
insoluble organic carbon (WIOC). Therefore fossil WIOC
can be taken as indicative of primary fossil OC material and
the fossil water-soluble organic carbon (WSOC) as indicative
of fossil SOA material. Using this modified tracer approach
Zhang et al. (2014) showed that secondary fossil OC clearly
exceeds primary fossil OC in southern China. Measurements
downwind of urban centers in California (Zotter et al., 2014a)
and Japan (Morino et al., 2010) have highlighted the rapid
formation of fossil SOA, using 14C measurements together
with positive matrix factorization of aerosol mass spectrom-
eter data and a chemical mass balance model, respectively.
The radiocarbon content of different subfractions of the
carbonaceous aerosol has therefore the potential to give in-
formation on not only sources but also formation pathways
and processes of the organic aerosol. In this study we apply
radiocarbon measurements to study the sources and forma-
tion processes of organic aerosol at a regional background
site in the Netherlands, a heavily industrialized region with a
high population density and generally high aerosol concen-
trations, where PM10 values of larger than 50 µg m−3 were
still observed 20–30 times in the year 2011 at many mea-
surements stations. Carbonaceous material contributes on av-
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erage around 30 % to the total PM2.5 at regional background
locations in the Netherlands with somewhat higher concen-
trations in urban centers and at curbside locations (Weijers
et al., 2011). Few radiocarbon measurements have been re-
ported for the aerosol in the Netherlands. A fraction modern
of organic carbon (F14C(OC)) of around 0.7 has been mea-
sured at urban background sites both in Amsterdam (Dusek
et al., 2013) and in Rotterdam (Keuken et al., 2013) in spring,
which is in the typical range of western European cities (Heal
et al., 2011; Szidat et al., 2006, 2009). F14COC of total sus-
pended particles at a coastal site in the Netherlands was con-
siderably higher (0.86 on average) (Dusek et al., 2013).
These previous studies were limited in duration and only
representative for a small geographical region. For the cur-
rent study, we chose a regional background site surrounded
by the biggest urban centers of the Netherlands and collected
aerosol samples for more than 1 year. Due to the location
of the site and the sampling approach, which accounted for
transport of air masses, the results presented in this study
reflect seasonal changes as well as differences between re-
gional air masses and pollution due to long-range transport.
2 Methods
2.1 Measurement site
Measurements were taken at the Cesar Observatory (http:
//www.cesar-observatory.nl/), which is located in the west-
ern part of the Netherlands in an agricultural region 0.7 m
below sea level. The immediate surroundings are dominated
by open pastures with little variation in surface elevation and
few wind breaks. The cities of Utrecht and Rotterdam lie 20–
30 km to the northwest and southeast, respectively, and the
cities of The Hague, Leiden, and Amsterdam at a distance of
around 50 km to the west and north. The closest highways
connecting these major cities are at a distance of 10–20 km
from the site. This site therefore represents the regional back-
ground of a relatively polluted area in western Europe.
2.2 Sampling and filter handling
Samples of particulate matter with a diameter less than
2.5 µm were taken with a high-volume sampler (Digitel
DHA-80) from February 2011 to March 2012 at a flow rate
of 500 L min−1. The sampling duration varied between 2 and
7 days. Since the concentration and properties of organic
aerosol can be significantly influenced by long-range trans-
port, the start and end dates of each sampling were chosen
based on air mass back-trajectory forecasts calculated every
day by the NOAA HYSPLIT model (Stein et al., 2015). This
way, individual filter samples generally contain aerosol from
specific source regions.
Aerosol particles were collected on circular quartz fiber
filters (Whatman QMA1851-150) with a diameter of 15 cm.
The filters were pre-heated at 800 ◦C overnight to remove
adsorbed organic contaminants. Before and after sampling
the filters were kept wrapped in pre-backed aluminum foil
and stored at −20 ◦C, except during transport to and from
the sampling site (approx. 1 h). After sampling, loaded filters
were immediately removed from the filters stacks to avoid
adsorption of volatile organic compounds to the quartz fibers.
All instruments that came in contact with the filters (e.g., cut-
ters, tweezers) were pre-cleaned with acetone followed by
ethanol. Blank filters were treated exactly like the sample fil-
ters, except that they were kept in the sampler only for a few
minutes without switching it on.
2.3 Combustion of carbon fractions and standards
The separation of OC and EC for all filter samples was per-
formed on the aerosol combustion system (ACS) that was de-
veloped at the University of Utrecht and has been described
in detail by Dusek et al. (2014). Briefly, the ACS consists
of a combustion tube, where aerosol samples are combusted
at different temperatures in pure O2, and a purification line
where the resulting CO2 is isolated and separated from other
gases, such as water vapor or NOx . The mass of carbon in
each sample is determined manometrically. The purified CO2
is then stored in flame-sealed glass ampoules until 14C anal-
ysis.
We analyze radiocarbon in the following carbon fractions:
total carbon (TC), OC, WIOC, and EC. For TC combus-
tion an aliquot of the filter is heated at 650 ◦C for 15 min.
The carbon fraction considered representative of OC is com-
busted by heating of a different filter piece at 360 ◦C for
15 min in O2. For WIOC a water-extracted (see Dusek et al.,
2014) filter piece is heated at 360 ◦C for 15 min in O2. EC
is combusted after OC has been completely burned off the
filter. To achieve complete OC removal, WSOC is first re-
moved from the filter by water extraction to prevent charring
of organic material (Dusek et al., 2014). Subsequently, most
WIOC is removed by heating the filter piece at 360 ◦C in O2
for 15 min. Then the oven temperature is raised to 450 ◦C
for 2 min and in this step a mixture of the most refractory
OC and EC is burned off the filter in O2. The remaining EC
is then combusted by heating at 650 ◦C. Zhang et al. (2012)
and Dusek et al. (2014) estimate that after water extraction
and flash combustion in O2, charred organic compounds can
contribute roughly 5 % to the recovered EC. A mean bias
for charring of 0.04 is therefore subtracted from the fraction
modern of EC (F14C(EC)) before source apportionment, as-
suming 5 % of the measured EC fraction consists of charred
OC and that F14C(OC) is approximately 0.8. Moreover, it is
possible that highly refractory OC could survive the thermal
treatment and combusted together with EC.
As quality control two sets of standards with known 14C
content are analyzed at regular intervals: the HOxII oxalic
acid standard with a nominal F14C of 1.3408 and a graphite
standard with F14C of 0. The standards are directly put
on the filter holder and heated at 650 ◦C for 15 min. From
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the deviation of the measured F14C from the nominal val-
ues, the contamination introduced by the combustion pro-
cedure can be estimated. This contamination is on average
below 3 µg C/combustion (Dusek et al., 2014) and relatively
small compared to typical sample amounts between 50 and
200 µg C.
2.4 14C measurement and data correction
After purification the CO2 collected from the combustion of
various aerosol fractions on the ACS system is sealed in glass
ampoules. Most of these CO2 samples were sent to the Cen-
tre for Isotope Research (CIO) at the University of Gronin-
gen for graphitization and AMS measurements. The CO2 ex-
tracted from all samples collected in spring 2011 and several
blanks and standards were analyzed without graphitization at
the AMS facility at the Laboratory of Ion Beam Physics of
ETH Zurich.
At CIO CO2 is reduced to graphite by reaction with molec-
ular hydrogen at a molecular ratio H2 /CO2 of 2.5. A porous
iron pellet (de Rooij et al., 2010) at a temperature of 600 ◦C
is used as a catalyst for the reaction. The resulting water
vapor is cryogenically removed using Peltier cooling ele-
ments. The yield of graphite is usually > 95 % for samples
larger than 30 µg. After graphite has formed on the iron pel-
let, it is pressed into a 1.5 mm target holder, which is intro-
duced into the AMS system for subsequent measurement.
The AMS system (van der Plicht et al., 2000) is dedicated
to 14C analysis and simultaneously measures 13C / 12C and
14C / 12C ratios. Samples below 500 µg are analyzed together
with varying amounts of reference materials ranging from 50
to 500 µg C. Two reference materials with known 14C content
are used: the HOxII standard (F14C= 1.3407) and a 14C-free
CO2 gas (F14C= 0). The differences between actually mea-
sured and nominal F14C values are used for correcting the
sample values (de Rooij et al., 2010) for contamination dur-
ing graphitization and AMS measurement. The contamina-
tion is typically below 2 µg C (Prokopiou, 2010).
At ETH Zurich, 14C is measured directly without graphi-
tization from the purified CO2 using the AMS system MI-
CADAS with a gas ion source (Ruff et al., 2007). In an auto-
mated gas interface, the CO2 is released from ampoules with
a cracker, mixed with helium and transferred into the ion
source with a constant gas flow (Wacker et al., 2013). This
system allows 14C analysis of ultra-small samples down to
2 µg C. The samples are corrected for blank and isotope frac-
tionation as well as normalized to F14C values using HOxII
and a 14C-free material as gaseous standards. A constant con-
tamination of < 0.1 µg C with an F14C value of 0.5 was deter-
mined for the 14C gas analysis (Ruff et al., 2010), which was
applied for the correction of the samples.
2.5 Blank correction
The amount of carbon on a blank filter was on average
0.34 µg cm−2 for OC, based on the analysis of three blank fil-
ters. The amount of OC on sample filters varied from roughly
10 to 100 µg cm−2, with an average of around 30 µg cm−2.
Due to the small amount of carbon on the blank filters it was
only possible to analyze 14C for one of these blank filters.
The F14C(OC) on this blank filter was 0.797± 0.019. The
amount of blank EC is mainly added during the combustion
process and is therefore not necessarily proportional to the
area of the filter used for analysis. Blank EC was found to
be 0.3± 0.1 µg cm−2 for a filter piece of 7 cm2 (average of
five samples), 0.17 µg cm−2 for a piece of 14 cm2 (based on
one sample), and 0.11± 0.03 µg cm−2 for a piece of 21 cm2
(average of three samples). 14C was analyzed on the pooled
carbon collected from the five single blank filter pieces (with
a total area of 35 cm2) and the F14C was 0.54± 0.03. The
concentration of EC on the sample filters varied from around
2 to 30 µg cm−2. In most cases two filter pieces were com-
busted at the same time, but for the smallest samples three
filter pieces were used, so that in all cases but one the blank
is 5 % or less of the sample amount. The concentration of TC
on the blank filters was calculated by adding the carbon con-
centrations of OC and EC and was 0.68 µg cm−2. F14C(TC)
of the blank filters was calculated as the weighted average of
F14C(OC) and F14C(EC) and was 0.67.
The 14C values of all carbon fractions were blank cor-
rected according to the mass balance equation:
F14CS = F
14Cm ·Mm−F14Cb ·Mb
Mm−Mb , (2)
where F14CS is the fraction modern of the aerosol carbon
collected on the filter, F14Cm and Mm are the measured frac-
tion modern and the measured concentration of the respective
carbon fraction (TC, OC, WIOC, or EC), and F14Cb and Mb
the fraction modern and the concentration of the respective
carbon fraction on the blank filter.
2.6 Measurements of sugars
In addition to F14C we also measured atmospherically rele-
vant sugars (e.g., levoglucosan, sucrose, glucose, mannosan).
Levoglucosan can serve as an independent tracer of biomass
burning and several other sugars can indicate primary biolog-
ical material, which cannot be traced by 14C measurements
alone. The determination of carbohydrates is performed with
an improved high-performance anion-exchange chromatog-
raphy with pulsed amperometric detection (HPAEC-PAD).
This method is recommended for atmospherically relevant
sugars (sugar alcohols, monosaccharides and monosaccha-
ride anhydrides) and based on the method described by
Iinuma et al. (2009). Before the analysis a filter aliquot
(1× 10 mm, 0.8 cm2) was eluted with 3 mL of ultra-pure
water (Milli-Q Plus, 185, Millipore), sonicated for 20 min
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and subsequently centrifuged for 30 min. The extract was an-
alyzed with an ion chromatography system (Dionex® ICS
3000), operated with an NaOH gradient (initial concentra-
tion: 480 mM NaOH, final concentration: 650 mM NaOH)
run on a Carbo Pac MA1 column. The quantification is car-
ried out with external standards prepared from pure sub-
stances (Merck®, Fluka®). The relative standard deviation of
the measurements, determined based on replicate analysis of
standards and blanks, was below 10 %.
2.7 Estimation of OC and EC by thermal–optical
analysis
Filter pieces of 1.5 cm2 were analyzed for OC and EC with a
dual-optical Sunset Analyzer (Sunset Laboratory, Inc.) using
the QUARTZ temperature protocol (Birch and Cary, 1996).
In this instrument, filter samples are heated stepwise in an
He atmosphere to a maximum temperature of 840 ◦C to
volatilize organic material, then cooled down to 550 ◦C and
subsequently heated again stepwise to 870 ◦C in a, He–O2
(10 % O2) atmosphere to oxidize EC. All carbon gases are
converted to CH4 and detected with a flame ionization de-
tector. As organic material partly pyrolyzes in the first part
of the cycle, a laser beam is used to correct for charring by
monitoring both transmission and reflection signals. The split
between OC and EC is set when the transmission or reflec-
tion signals reach their initial values. The analytical uncer-
tainty for OC and EC varied slightly with filter loading from
5 % at loadings above 20 µg cm−2 to 7 % for loadings below
10 µg cm−2 and 10 % for loadings around 2 µg cm−2. EC val-
ues determined by both transmission and reflection method
are compared later in the paper. EC, OC, and TC measured
by the thermal optical method are used to evaluate the esti-
mated values of OC and EC based on the data from the ACS
system (see Sect. 2.8).
2.8 Estimation of OC, EC, and WIOC concentrations
based on carbon fractions recovered by the ACS
system
The OC combustion temperature of 360 ◦C in the ACS is
likely not high enough to recover 100 % of OC. The concen-
trations of OC and EC extracted for 14C analysis (MOC,e and
MEC,e) are therefore lower than the actual concentrations of
OC and EC in the aerosol sample (MOC and MEC). If F14C
of TC is known, MOC and MEC can be estimated as follows:
MOC =MTC F
14C(TC)−F14C(EC)
F14C(OC)−F14C(EC) , (3)
MEC =MTC−MOC, (4)
where MOC, MEC, and MTC are the mass concentrations of
OC, EC, and TC, respectively, and F14C(OC), F14C(EC), and
F14C(TC) are the fraction modern of OC, EC and TC, respec-
tively. The recovery of OC and EC can consequently be esti-
mated as MOC,e/MOC and MEC,e/MEC.
In addition, we measured 14C on WIOC. Estimating the
concentration of WIOC is not straightforward, because the
recovery of WIOC is unknown and cannot be derived in the
same way as for OC. To estimate MWIOC we therefore as-
sume two extreme cases. (1) WIOC is completely recovered:
In this case MWIOC is equal to the mass of WIOC that was de-
termined by the ACS system. This is most likely results in an
underestimate of WIOC, because a fraction of WIOC might
not combust at 360 ◦C. In this case the measured WIOC is
less than the actual MWIOC. (2) WIOC shows the same recov-
ery as OC: in this case MWIOC is calculated as the measured
WIOC divided by the recovery of OC. This results proba-
bly in an overestimate of MWIOC, since usually less WIOC
than OC is lost to charring. We therefore consider a range of
possible WIOC concentrations from a minimum of M1WIOC
(complete recovery) to a maximum M2WIOC (recovery as
OC).
2.9 Estimating source contributions to OC, EC, WIOC,
and WSOC
The F14C values of the different carbon fractions can be
used to estimate source contributions to the carbonaceous
aerosol. For EC two main sources are considered: fossil-fuel-
dominated sources (ECf) and biomass burning (ECbb), which
in northwestern Europe is mainly from residential heating
and fireplaces, since open wildfires are rare. ECbb can be es-
timated as
ECbb =MEC F
14C(EC) − Ff
Fbb−Ff , (5)
where Fbb stands for F14C of biomass burning emissions (see
Table 1), and Ff stands for the average F14C of EC from other
(fossil-fuel-dominated) combustion sources, such as natural
gas and coal burning and emissions from mobile sources.
In Europe, these sources emit predominantly fossil carbon
and usually Ff has been approximated as 0. However, in re-
cent years an increasing fraction of biofuels has been added
to gasoline and diesel used in road transport. This is ex-
pected to increase F14C in EC emitted from mobile emis-
sions, although it is not clear how much biofuel addition af-
fects F14C(EC) (e.g., Bennett et al., 2008).
ECf can be calculated as
ECf = EC−ECbb. (6)
Once ECbb is known, OCbb is calculated using an estimate
of the primary OC /EC ratio of wood combustion emissions
(rbb); (e.g., Bernardoni et al., 2013; Genberg et al., 2011; Szi-
dat et al., 2006). This is a very crude estimate, since rbb of do-
mestic wood combustion in Europe is variable and not very
well known. However, it is still useful to get an approximate
idea of the relative contribution of primary biomass combus-
tion vs. other modern carbon sources.
OCbb = ECbb · rbb (7)
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Table 1. The range of input values for crucial parameters used in the
Monte Carlo simulations: the fraction modern of biomass burning
aerosol (Fbb), the fraction modern of fossil-dominated sources (Ff),
the fraction modern of biogenic aerosol (Fbio), and the OC /EC
ratio of domestic biomass combustion (rbb). These values are based
on critical evaluation of the literature as discussed in Sect. 2.9.
Min. Central value Max.
Fbb 1.1 1.15 1.2
Ff 0 0.07 0.1
Fbio – 1.04 –
rbb 3 5 7
OCbb can be subtracted from the total OC and the remaining
OC can be apportioned between OC from fossil-dominated
combustion (OCf) and other modern OC. The latter consists
of primary and secondary biogenic OC but can also contain
secondary OC from wood burning, especially in winter. This
OC fraction is therefore named OCc,o (OC contemporary,
other) and can be calculated as
OCc,o = (F
14C(OC)−Ff) ·MOC+ (Ff−Fbb) ·OCbb
Fbio−Ff , (8)
where the fraction modern of OCc,o is approximated by
Fbio, the fraction modern of biogenic OC. OCc,o can also
contain primary biogenic material, but in most cases the
contributions to PM2.5 are likely small. Other studies have
used Ff ≈Ffossil = 0 for the fossil-fuel-dominated combus-
tion sources, and OC emitted by biofuel combustion has been
subsumed under OCc,o. Currently in Europe, OC from bio-
fuels is a very minor fraction of OC, but this might change
in the future if biofuels are used more extensively. In urban
areas OC could also include a contribution of modern carbon
from cooking sources (e.g., Allan et al., 2010; Schauer et al.,
1996), but at a regional background site this contribution is
likely small.
Finally, OC from fossil-dominated combustion sources
(OCf) can be estimated as
OCf =MOC−OCc,o−OCbb. (9)
To propagate experimental uncertainties and uncertainties
in the parameters Ff, Fbb, and rbb to the final results, we
conducted a Monte Carlo simulation with 10 000 individ-
ual calculations of ECbb, ECf, OCbb, OCf, and OCc,o using
Eqs. (2)–(7). For each calculation input values for OC and
EC concentrations, as well as F14C(OC) and F14C(EC), are
chosen randomly from a normal distribution centered around
the measured value with the experimental uncertainties as
standard deviation. Similarly, random values for Ff, Fbb, and
rbb are estimated as follows: for each of the parameters we
estimated a central value and an upper and lower limit based
on values reported in the literature. The random values are
then chosen from a triangular frequency distribution, which
has its maximum at the central value and is 0 at the upper and
lower limits. The central values, maxima, and minima for Ff,
Fbb, and rbb are reported in Table 1. Finally, the average and
standard deviation of the 10 000 different estimates of ECbb,
ECf, OCbb, OCf, and OCc,o are calculated. The average rep-
resents the best estimate of the concentration of each fraction
and the standard deviation represents the uncertainty arising
from uncertainties in the measurements and in Ff, Fbb, and
rbb.
We assume that Ff lies between 0 (i.e., all combustion
sources other than wood combustion are purely fossil) and
0.1 (emissions of modern carbon from the biofuel added to
road fossil fuels contributes 10 % to carbon emission from
such sources). The latter is a reasonable upper limit, since a
contribution of biofuels to fuels in road transport of at least
5 % was required by law in the Netherlands in 2011, but usu-
ally the contribution of modern carbon in the emitted parti-
cles is not equal to the contribution of modern carbon in the
fuels (e.g., Bennett et al., 2008, and references therein). The
range for Fbb is estimated as 1.1 to 1.2, with the most likely
value of 1.15 based on Genberg et al. (2011), Gilardoni et
al. (2011), El Haddad et al. (2011), Minguillón et al. (2011),
and Szidat et al. (2006, 2007, 2009). Szidat et al. (2006) de-
rived a best estimate of 6.25 for rbb from an extensive litera-
ture study of wood combustion emissions. A few more recent
studies give slightly lower values for rbb, for example 5.3
for cooking fires (Christian et al., 2010), 3± 2.4 for typical
wood stoves used in Austria (Schmidl et al., 2008), and 2.8
for log combustion in wood stoves (Zhang et al., 2013). Yt-
tri et al. (2009) derived rbb of approximately 2.5 by ambient
measurements in a location, where wood burning emissions
dominate the concentrations of carbonaceous aerosol. Some
larger values of rbb of more than 20 can also be found in the
literature, but these are often for special situations, such as
strongly smoldering combustion (McMeeking et al., 2009) or
burning of leaves and grasses, that are not representative for
domestic wood combustion (Zhang et al., 2013). Moreover,
there are strong indications that pellet and wood log burners
have lower OC /BC ratios than traditional stoves (Heringa et
al., 2012). Therefore, we use a somewhat lower best estimate
for rbb than Szidat et al. (2006) with a wider range from 3 to
7.
Since ratios of WIOCbb /ECbb and WSOCbb /ECbb are
not often reported in the literature, it is not possible to sep-
arate biogenic and biomass burning carbon for these car-
bon fractions with any certainty. Therefore, the source ap-
portionment for WIOC and WSOC considers only the fossil-
dominated combustion source discussed above and a mixed
biomass burning/biogenic “contemporary” source. First the
concentration and F14C of WSOC are calculated as
MWSOC =MOC−MWIOC, (10)
F14C(WSOC) =
MOC ·F14C(OC)−MWIOC ·F14C(WIOC)
MWSOC
. (11)
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Since there is a range of possible values for MWIOC, this un-
certainty, along with the experimental uncertainties in F14C
and MOC, is propagated to MWSOC and F14C(WSOC) as a part
of the Monte Carlo simulations described above. MWIOC is
assumed to vary in the range of M1WIOC (complete recov-
ery of WIOC, see above) to M2WIOC (recovery as OC), with
a most likely value at M1WIOC+ 2/3· (M2WIOC−M1WIOC),
since it is more likely that WIOC has a similar recovery as
OC rather than 100 % recovery. However, since the recov-
ery of OC is on average 75 %, the results are not strongly
sensitive to how the most likely value is chosen. If we
shift the central value closer to M1WIOC, e.g., M1WIOC+
1/3· (M2WIOC−M1WIOC), the average values of WIOCf,
WIOCc change by less than 5 %.
The concentration of WIOC from fossil-dominated com-
bustion sources is calculated as
WIOCf =WIOCF
14C(WIOC)−Fc
Ff−Fc , (12)
where Fc is defined as F14C of the contemporary organic car-
bon (i.e., the sum of OCbb and OCc,o) in the respective sam-
ple, estimated as
Fc = OCbb ·Fbb+OCc,o ·FbioOCbb+OCc,o . (13)
Contemporary WIOC is calculated as
WIOCc =WIOC−WIOCf. The concentrations of
fossil fuel combustion WSOC are calculated as
WSOCf=OCf−WIOCf and contemporary WSOC as
WSOCc =WSOC−WSOCf.
3 Results
3.1 Method evaluation and quality control
Several aspects of the combustion method, mainly focused
on the separation of carbon fractions for 14C analysis, were
thoroughly tested and evaluated by Dusek et al. (2014). For
the current study, it was also necessary to evaluate the accu-
racy of the calculated TC, OC, and EC concentrations based
on Eqs. (2) and (4), since these concentrations are the basis
for further source apportionment of ambient aerosol. As ba-
sis for comparison we used OC and EC concentrations deter-
mined by thermal–optical analysis as described in Sect. 2.8.
TC concentrations were determined by thermal–optical anal-
ysis on a subset of 18 filter samples. For eight of these fil-
ter samples the aerosol loadings were too high for reliable
OC–EC analysis and therefore OC and EC concentrations
are available only for 10 filter samples. For these 10 samples
OC–EC concentrations estimated based on Eqs. (2) and (4)
could be compared with thermal optical analysis.
Figure 1a shows that there is excellent agreement between
TC determined by the ACS system and TC determined by the
thermo-optical method (TC sunset). The slope is 1.07± 0.03,
thus slightly higher than 1, which can be partly due to traces
of water vapor or other impurities that are not removed en-
tirely by the ACS method and that increase the sample pres-
sure during the manometric determination of TC amount. It
might also reflect a bias in the calibrated volume used for TC
determination on the ACS.
Figure 1b shows the ratio of calculated EC concentrations
(MEC) to EC determined by the thermo-optical method with
transmission (MEC,t) and with reflection correction (MEC,r)
and using the average of MEC,t and MEC,r The data points
correspond to individual filter samples and the red triangles
are the average ratios for all filter samples. MEC is on av-
erage roughly 10 % higher than MEC,t and 10 % lower than
MEC,r. The standard deviation is approximately 25 % of the
average ratio, which is comparable to the accuracy of dif-
ferent thermo-optical methods for EC (e.g., Schmid et al.,
2001). We can therefore conclude that our method of esti-
mating EC and OC concentrations gives comparable results
to well-established methods for measuring EC and OC con-
centrations.
The recovery of OC and EC, estimated according to
Sect. 2.8, is on average 75 % for OC and 82 % for EC. For
one sample the recovery of OC was calculated as 178 %,
likely due to an unrealistically low 14C(TC) value. This sam-
ple was excluded from further analysis and was also not
considered in Fig. 1b. For the subset of samples displayed
in Fig. 1b, the average recovery of EC was 83 %, com-
pared to the recovery with respect to thermo-optical analysis
MEC,e/MEC,av of 79 %.
In 14C source apportionment, biomass burning is usually
considered the main source of contemporary EC. However,
there is evidence that primary biogenic particles, such as
pollen fragments, can be thermally very refractory and be
combusted together with EC (Wittmaack, 2005). Whereas
pollen themselves are usually not found in PM2.5, the frag-
ments of ruptured pollen are in the submicrometer size range
(Taylor et al., 2004) and can potentially contribute modern
carbon to the EC fraction. Therefore, in Fig. 2 F14C(EC) was
evaluated against levoglucosan, which is another tracer of
biomass burning. The values of F14C(EC) shown in Fig. 2
are the raw data, which have not yet been corrected for char-
ring bias (see Sect. 2.3). For most samples there is a clear
correlation between the fraction of levoglucosan in TC and
F14C(EC). However, there are three samples with strongly el-
evated F14C(EC) but low levels of levoglucosan (shown in
red). These samples were taken in spring 2014 during a time
period with reported high pollen concentrations. In this pe-
riod, many surfaces were covered with a fine yellow dust.
This dust was strongly visible on the PM2.5 impactor plate
of the high-volume sampler and also present on the filter it-
self. For these three samples glucose and sucrose concentra-
tions, which are tracers for primary biological material, were
strongly elevated. Glucose/TC levels were 18 ng µg−1 com-
pared to an average of 1.7 ng µg−1 for the rest of the year and
sucrose/TC levels were 81 ng µg−1 compared to an average
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Figure 1. (a) Total carbon concentrations (TC) measured with a thermo-optical method (Sunset Analyzer) and the ACS system (extrac-
tion). (b) The ratio of EC concentrations estimated from the ACS system (M_EC), divided by EC from the Sunset Analyzer for three
different cases: using transmission correction (M_EC/M_ECt), reflection correction (M_EC/M_ECr) and by the average of MECr and MECt
(M_EC/M_ECav). The red triangles represent averages over all data points and the error bars 1 standard deviation.
of 11 ng µg−1 for the rest of the year. These observations pro-
vide the first evidence that primary biological material can
be responsible for elevated F14C(EC) during spring. Whether
this contribution comes from strong charring or the fact that
a part of the primary biological material survives the thermal
treatment designed to purify EC is not entirely clear. For fur-
ther calculations in the paper, the measured F14C(EC) of the
three samples marked in red was replaced by F14C(EC) cal-
culated based on measured levoglucosan concentration and
the regression line in Fig. 2. The apparent modern EC that is
assumed to be unburned OC is subtracted from the EC frac-
tion and added to the OCc,o fraction. This can be seen as a
crude correction for the highly refractory part of OC that was
apparently incorrectly classified as EC from biomass burn-
ing. Without this correction we would overestimate the con-
tribution of biomass burning to the carbonaceous aerosol in
spring.
The offset of the regression line in Fig. 2 is not 0, which
indicates that there is contemporary carbon in EC that is not
related to biomass burning. One main reason is the addition
of biofuel to diesel and gasoline, which in the Netherlands
must currently contain at least 5 % biofuel. In addition, cook-
ing could contribute to contemporary EC, although cooking
usually emits much more OC than EC (e.g., Chow et al.,
2004) and is probably not very relevant at a regional back-
ground site. Therefore any potential contribution from cook-
ing is subsumed under ECbb in this study. In addition there
is evidence that levoglucosan is not a stable tracer but can
be degraded by photochemical reactions during long-range
transport (Hoffmann et al., 2010). This means that the offset
in F14C(EC) could also partially be caused by underestimated
levoglucosan concentrations.
Figure 2. F14C(EC) vs. levoglucosan mass fraction in the carbona-
ceous aerosol. The data marked in red are from three periods in
spring 2011, when high pollen concentrations were measured. The
F14C data are not corrected for charring bias. The regression line
and regression equation corresponds to a linear LS fit to the blue
data points.
3.2 Source apportionment in different seasons and air
mass conditions
We analyzed F14C in TC, OC, WIOC, and EC fractions for
26 PM2.5 samples taken in 2011 and 2012. Four-day air mass
back trajectories were calculated with the HYSPLIT model
every 24 h for each sample from the sampling start time to
the sample end time. These are not the forecast trajectories
used for deciding the sampling times, but rather the actual
back trajectories of the filter samples that were selected for
analysis. Most filter samples can be associated with one of
two main source regimes – continental or modified marine
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Figure 3. Ninety-six hour air mass back trajectories (NOAA HYS-
PLIT) ending at a height of 50 m for the filter samples classified as
modified marine (red), marine (blue), and continental (green). For
further analysis the blue trajectories were combined with the mod-
ified marine trajectories (red) to represent aerosol samples, where
the total carbon is dominated by regional emissions. Only samples
for which air mass back trajectories were relatively stable over sev-
eral days have been selected for analysis.
– and are shown in Fig. 3. The air mass back trajectories
for the filters classified as “continental” are shown as green
lines. The trajectories originate mostly to the east or south
of the Netherlands and spend considerable time over land. A
few trajectories are also from the west, because occasionally
a filter sample could not be stopped in time before a change
of wind direction. However, for each continental filter sam-
ple such trajectories accounted only for a small fraction of
the total sampling time. The air mass back trajectories for
filter samples classified as “modified marine” originate over
the Atlantic and spend only a brief time over land before
reaching the Netherlands, mostly over Great Britain and Bel-
gium. These trajectories are shown in red. The trajectories
colored in blue correspond to the cleanest air mass condi-
tions, when the air arrived from the north and did not cross
any land masses before reaching the Netherlands. However,
there were only two filter samples with these air mass con-
ditions, and they were therefore included into the modified
marine cases.
Since the concentration of carbonaceous aerosol over the
ocean is low, the aerosol samples in the modified marine
case are likely dominated by regional emissions from in and
around the Netherlands. The majority of the particles in these
samples had been emitted within the previous 24 h and the
aerosol carbon is therefore characterized by a short aging
time. These samples will be referred to as regional pollution
(reg) samples hereafter. In the continental case, long-range
transport contributes to the carbonaceous aerosol in addition
to the regional emissions. The continental samples also con-
tain particles that were emitted several days earlier, which
results in a longer average atmospheric residence time of
the collected particles. Due to the longer residence times the
aerosol carbon in the continental samples is on average more
aged.
Table 2 shows F14C for the different seasons (winter: De-
cember, January, February; spring: March, April, May; sum-
mer: June, July, August; fall: September, October, Novem-
ber) and for the two main air mass types. The number of
samples averaged for each case is given in the second col-
umn. Each of the samples was collected over several days
and the total sampling days for each season and air mass con-
dition are given in Table 2. The average F14C(EC) in spring
excludes the three EC samples that were influenced by pri-
mary biogenic material and therefore only three samples are
considered. For all seasons EC is dominated by fossil sources
and OC by modern sources. Water-insoluble OC has a con-
siderably lower F14C than OC, which clearly indicates a
higher contribution of fossil sources to WIOC. F14C of all
carbon fractions is lowest in summer. The average values of
F14C(OC) varied by±4 % percent for all winter, summer, fall,
and continental and regional air mass conditions, but the av-
erage F14C(OC) in spring (0.89) was 20 % higher than the
average of the rest of the seasons (0.74). F14C(EC) increased
by almost 70 % from summer to winter, likely caused by an
increase in biomass combustion activities in winter. F14C(EC)
was on average 0.17 in air masses with regional pollution and
around 0.3 in air masses with continental air mass origin.
The F14C values were used as input for source apportion-
ment calculations to estimate OC and EC from biomass burn-
ing (OCbb and ECbb), OC and EC from fossil-dominated
sources (OCf and ECf), and other contemporary OC (OCc,o)
with the Monte Carlo approach described in Sect. 2.9. Fig-
ure 4 shows a typical frequency distribution of OCf, OCbb,
and OCc,o values, resulting from 10 000 individual calcula-
tions, each with randomly chosen input parameters from the
ranges given in Sect. 2.9. These frequency distributions in-
dicate the range and probability of possible values for each
carbon fraction, taking into account all uncertainties in mea-
surements and assumptions.
OCf was constrained within 0.3 and 0.5 µg m−3, whereas
estimates for OCbb and OCc,o varied over a much wider
range of roughly 0.5 µg m−3 each, reflecting the large uncer-
tainty in rbb. The individual estimates of OCbb and OCc,o are
not independent. Since the sum of OCbb and OCc,o is nar-
rowly constrained as OC – OCf, large values of OCbb cor-
respond to small values of OCc,o and vice versa. Despite
the considerable uncertainty in OCbb and OCc,o some con-
clusions can be drawn from the distributions in Fig. 4, for
example that OCc,o was the most abundant of the three com-
ponents and that both OCbb and OCc,o were clearly present
in the sample.
The results of the source apportionment calculations are
summarized in Table 3. The values represent averages for
different seasons and air mass conditions and the corre-
sponding standard deviations. Since Fig. 3 illustrates that
the separation of OCbb and OCc,o is rather uncertain, the
sum of OCbb and OCc,o is reported as contemporary OC
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Table 2. Average fraction modern (F14C) after blank correction± standard deviations of F14C determination for total carbon (TC), organic
carbon (OC), elemental carbon (EC), and water-insoluble organic carbon (WIOC) in different seasons and for regional (reg) and continental
(cont) air mass origin. The second column gives the number of samples averaged for each case.
Samples Days F14C(TC) F14C(OC) F14C(WIOC) F14C(EC)
Winter n= 5 19 0.664± 0.068 0.742± 0.071 0.529± 0.093 0.262± 0.092
Spring n= 6 23 0.760± 0.093 0.886± 0.052 0.660± 0.173 0.173± 0.095
Summer n= 6 39 0.574± 0.073 0.713± 0.052 0.480± 0.127 0.157± 0.042
Fall n= 7 31 0.627± 0.100 0.782± 0.058 0.595± 0.097 0.227± 0.079
Reg n= 13 61 0.618± 0.065 0.766± 0.091 0.509± 0.088 0.170± 0.050
Cont n= 11 51 0.698± 0.135 0.810± 0.082 0.637± 0.152 0.307± 0.107
Table 3. Average concentrations of OC, EC, WIOC, and WSOC and the respective contribution of contemporary (c) and of fossil-dominated
(f) sources for different seasons and for regional (reg) and continental (cont) air mass conditions. The subscript c stands for all contemporary
carbon, i.e., the sum of biomass burning and other contemporary carbon (e.g., OCc =OCbb+OCc,o).
Winter Spring Summer Fall Reg Cont
Cav (µg m−3) Cav (µg m−3) Cav (µg m−3) Cav (µg m−3) Cav (µg m−3) Cav (µg m−3)
TC 2.7± 3.0 3.6± 2.2 1.4± 0.5 4.1± 3.2 1.4± 0.7 4.9± 3.7
OC 2.1± 2.3 3.1± 2.0 1.0± 0.3 3.0± 2.3 1.0± 0.5 3.8± 2.9
OCf 0.69± 0.78 0.46± 0.31 0.35± 0.11 0.88± 0.71 0.28± 0.10 1.0± 0.7
OCc 1.4± 1.5 2.6± 1.6 0.68± 0.24 2.1± 1.6 0.76± 0.43 2.8± 2.1
EC 0.66± 0.72 0.51± 0.22 0.34± 0.16 1.2± 0.92 0.38± 0.18 1.1± 0.9
ECf 0.51± 0.51 0.47± 0.17 0.33± 0.15 1.0± 0.78 0.35± 0.16 0.89± 0.69
ECbb 0.15± 0.22 0.04± 0.05 0.02± 0.01 0.14± 0.15 0.02± 0.02 0.16± 0.18
WIOC 0.80± 0.88 0.66± 0.29 0.29± 0.12 1.2± 1.0 0.35± 0.15 1.3± 1.0
WIOCf 0.44± 0.50 0.23± 0.07 0.17± 0.07 0.52± 0.36 0.19± 0.07 0.54± 0.43
WIOCc 0.37± 0.38 0.43± 0.22 0.12± 0.05 0.70± 0.65 0.16± 0.07 0.74± 0.54
WSOC 1.3± 1.3 2.3± 1.5 0.73± 0.27 1.7± 1.3 0.70± 0.43 2.5± 1.4
WSOCf 0.26± 0.29 0.23± 0.32 0.18± 0.07 0.36± 0.37 0.09± 0.11 0.45± 0.32
WSOCc 1.0± 1.0 2.1± 1.2 0.55± 0.20 1.4± 1.0 0.60± 0.31 2.1± 1.1
OC /EC 4.0± 2.0 8.8± 3.7 3.2± 1.0 2.9± 1.1 3.2± 1.5 6.4± 3.5
Figure 4. An example of the frequency distribution of OC con-
centrations from fossil-dominated, biomass burning, and biogenic
sources for sample CA36, taken in June 2011. The concentrations
of OCbb and OCc,o are not independent, AND larger concentrations
of OCbb correspond to smaller concentrations in OCc,o.
(OCc). The seasonal variation is characterized by low con-
centrations in summer, with average TC concentrations of
1.4 µg m−3, which is less than half of the averages in other
seasons. This can be attributed partially to rainy conditions
and probably also to higher planetary boundary layers in
summer. The main source of fossil elemental carbon (ECf)
in the Netherlands is traffic, which does not show a strong
seasonal variation. Natural gas is mostly used for domestic
heating, which produces very little aerosol. The concentra-
tions of ECf should therefore be relatively constant through-
out the year. However, ECf concentrations in the fall are 2
times higher than in spring and winter and 4 times higher
than in summer. The concentrations OCf are elevated in fall
as well. This might be caused by easterly air masses that of-
ten contain higher levels of pollution than westerly ones from
the sea and occur more frequently during fall. The contem-
porary OC fractions are elevated in spring: OCc accounts for
70 % and WSOCc for 60 % of TC in spring, whereas OCc
accounts only for roughly 50 % and WSOCc for 35–40 % of
TC in other seasons. ECbb is more than 4 times higher in
winter and fall than in spring and summer 2011. WSOCf is
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lower than WSOCc in all seasons except for summer. The
standard deviations reflect the variability of pollution levels,
which in winter are higher than the mean value. In summary,
there are some indications of a seasonal variation in carbon
concentrations, but the variability within each season is high
and strongly influenced by weather and air mass conditions.
Comparing the concentrations for different air mass con-
ditions shows clearer differences. For regional pollution car-
bon concentrations are rather low and less variable than sea-
sonal averages. If we assume that aerosol concentrations
from long-range transport are superimposed on the regional
background, then the increase in aerosol concentrations dur-
ing continental air mass conditions gives an indication of
the importance of long-range transport for the carbonaceous
aerosol concentrations in the Netherlands. Carbon fractions
that only show a small increase under continental air mass
conditions are mostly of regional origin, whereas for car-
bon fractions that increase more strongly, regional sources
are less prominent.
The concentrations of most carbon fractions increase by
a factor of 3.4–3.6 in continental compared to regional air
masses. Notable exceptions are fossil EC and fossil WIOC,
which only increase by a factor of approximately 2.5. The
biggest source of fossil EC and fossil WIOC is traffic emis-
sions. Our data therefore indicate that the regional contribu-
tion to OC and EC from traffic sources is higher than for
other carbon fractions and the influence of long-range trans-
port less important. In contrast, ECbb, WIOCc, and WSOCf
increase by more than a factor of 4 under continental air mass
conditions. Especially concentrations of ECbb are 8 times
lower in regional than in continental pollution, suggesting
that most of ECbb originates from outside the Netherlands.
Since primary OC from fossil sources is usually water insol-
uble, WSOCf is most likely of secondary origin. Its concen-
tration increases considerably in continental air masses that
contain emissions from more distant sources after a longer
aging time in the atmosphere. WIOCc and its potential origin
will be discussed in more detail below.
Differences in precipitation are a first-order effect that
could explain part of the difference between carbon concen-
trations during regional and continental air masses condi-
tions. Usually precipitation is higher under westerly wind di-
rections (i.e., marine modified) than under the easterly wind
directions that are associated with continental air mass con-
ditions. Wet removal of aerosol strongly lowers aerosol con-
centrations during precipitation events (e.g., Ohata et al.,
2016). Therefore we compared the average duration and
amount of precipitation measured at the Cesar Observa-
tory during the sampling times of filters representative for
regional and continental air mass conditions. The highest
TC concentrations above 5 µg m−3 occur only on dry days,
but on dry days concentrations below 2 µg m−3 are also
measured frequently. The rainfall duration was on average
1 h day−1 for continental conditions and 2 h day−1 for re-
gional conditions and the amount was 1.2 vs. 3.4 mm day−1.
Even though there is on average more precipitation under re-
gional air mass conditions, one additional hour of rain per
day is unlikely to reduce aerosol concentrations by a factor
of 3. Furthermore, the continental/regional ratios are differ-
ent for ECbb and ECf and it is not likely that these compounds
would be scavenged differently. Therefore, the influence of
precipitation is unlikely to be the main reason for the dif-
ference in carbonaceous aerosol concentrations between air
mass conditions. Also the wind speed is not much lower dur-
ing continental air mass conditions. The wind speeds aver-
aged around 3.5 m s−1 under continental air mass conditions
and 4.5 m s−1 under regional air mass conditions. Despite
the fact that higher wind speeds are usually associated with
a higher boundary layer and more diluted pollutants, there
was not a very clear relationship between TC concentra-
tions and wind speed. For example, the highest TC concen-
trations of 9.5 µg m−3 were measured in a period with rela-
tively low wind average speed (2.9 m s−1), but almost equally
high concentrations of 8.2 µg m−3 were measured in a period
with above average wind speeds of 4.4 m s−1. The three low-
est TC concentrations (below 1 µg m−3) were measured dur-
ing time periods with average wind speeds (3.7 m s−1), high
wind speeds (8.3) m s−1, and slightly elevated wind speeds
(4.8 m s−1). Therefore we think it is unlikely that meteoro-
logical conditions are mainly responsible for the differences
in carbon concentrations under regional and continental air
mass conditions.
Figure 5 shows the concentrations of OC and EC appor-
tioned to the various sources averaged over different seasons
as colored bars and the concentrations corresponding to the
individual filter samples as black dots. The red lines show the
medians for each season. The error bars show uncertainties
of the average calculated by propagating the uncertainties of
the individual data points, obtained by the Monte Carlo sim-
ulation. These error bars therefore reflect the methodolog-
ical uncertainties rather than variability of the data. These
methodological uncertainties are smaller than the standard
deviation of the individual measurement points that were re-
ported in Table 3. The strong variability in the concentrations
of EC and OC fractions therefore primarily reflects the actual
differences in atmospheric concentrations and not the uncer-
tainties of our measurements and assumptions.
Figure 5a shows that the high average concentration of ECf
in fall is mainly due to three pollution events. A similar pol-
lution event also occurred in winter. This example shows the
importance of occasional pollution events for aerosol con-
centrations in the Netherlands. Constructing seasonal aver-
ages therefore requires a large number of samples that also
capture typical frequencies of pollution events. This would
require sampling over several years and careful selection of
samples to represent average meteorological conditions and
air mass origin for the respective season. This was not possi-
ble for this study and therefore the seasonal variation should
not be overinterpreted.
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Figure 5. Concentrations of different subfractions of OC and EC from various sources averaged for winter, spring, summer, and fall in
2011/12. The bars show the average concentrations and the error bars the propagated uncertainties from the Monte Carlo simulations. The
red line shows the median concentration. The individual data points are shown as black dots. (a) EC from fossil-dominated sources (ECf)
and from biomass combustion (ECbb); (b) OC from fossil-dominated sources (OCf), biomass combustion (OCbb), and biogenic sources
(OCc,o).
The medians are less influenced by outliers and most car-
bon fractions in Fig. 5a and b show a much weaker seasonal
variation in the median than in the mean. However, the me-
dian OCc,o is still clearly elevated in spring. The two samples
with very high OCc,o concentrations correspond to two of
the three pollen events. ECbb and OCbb show also clear sea-
sonal variation with low median concentrations in spring and
summer, when domestic biomass combustion is not a major
source of aerosol carbon in western Europe.
Figure 6 shows the concentrations of OC and EC dur-
ing regional and continental air mass conditions. Pollution
episodes characterized by high carbon concentrations occur
only during continental air mass conditions. When pollu-
tants originate in and around the Netherlands, the concen-
trations of EC and OC are below 0.5 µg m−3 for EC and be-
low 1 µg m−3 for OCf, OCbb, and OCc,o, respectively, with
average values less than half of the average concentrations
encountered during continental air mass conditions. OC and
EC concentrations are also less variable in recent pollution
with relative standard deviations roughly 50 % of the mean
value of most carbon fractions, whereas standard deviations
nearly approach the mean value for many carbon fractions
continental air mass conditions. Carbon concentrations com-
parable to regional air mass conditions occur for ECf, ECbb,
and OCbb in 50–60 % of the continental samples and for
OCf and OCc,o in 30–40 % of the continental samples. This
shows that despite higher average concentrations, continental
air mass conditions do not always carry high concentrations
of carbonaceous aerosol concentrations to the Netherlands.
The concentrations under continental air mass conditions are
not correlated with precipitation or wind speed, and therefore
likely depend on the air mass origin.
ECbb and OCbb are low in regional pollution, even in
winter, suggesting low biomass combustion emission from
within the Netherlands. Under continental air mass condi-
tions, carbon concentrations from biomass combustion are
elevated during fall and winter. Very low concentrations of
ECbb and OCbb occur in summer and spring, when residen-
tial biomass combustion is low throughout Europe.
The higher average concentrations of fossil carbon in con-
tinental air masses are mainly caused by pollution events and
the median concentrations are comparable. However, the me-
dian concentrations of OCc,o are clearly higher under conti-
nental than under regional air mass conditions.
3.3 Source apportionment of water-soluble and
water-insoluble OC
Figure 7a shows the contribution of WSOCf, WIOCf, and
WIOCc to the total organic carbon in different seasons dur-
ing 2011/12. The fraction of WSOC is the sum of the blue ar-
eas, which accounts for about three-quarters of the total OC
in spring and summer and roughly two-thirds in fall and win-
ter. Throughout the year, OC is dominated by contemporary
WSOC, which reflects that the two main sources of contem-
porary OC, namely biomass combustion and biogenic SOA,
are largely water soluble. WIOC consists of roughly equal
parts of fossil and contemporary carbon.
The contributions of fossil and contemporary carbon frac-
tions to OC (Fig. 7b) stay within 5 % (absolute) for different
air mass origins, even though the average concentrations of
OC increased from 1 µg m−3 in regional to almost 4 µg m−3
in continental air masses.
The sources of WIOCc, which contributes up to a quar-
ter of the total OC in this study, are currently not very well
known. Figure 8 shows a positive correlation between the
concentrations of WIOCc and ECbb. The three points marked
in red correspond to the pollen events, where high F14C(EC)
values were caused by refractory primary biogenic aerosol.
ECbb concentrations were corrected for this effect as de-
scribed in Sect. 3.1. WIOCc is high for the three samples
collected during pollen events, which shows that primary bi-
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Figure 6. Concentrations of different subfractions of OC and EC from various sources in the time period from February 2011 to march
2012 averaged for regional and continental air mass origin. The bars show the average concentrations and the error bars the propagated
uncertainties from the Monte Carlo simulations. The red line shows the median concentration. The individual data points are shown as black
dots. (a) EC from fossil-dominated sources (ECf) and from biomass combustion (ECbb); (b) OC from fossil-dominated sources (OCf),
biomass combustion (OCbb), and biogenic sources (OCc,o).
Figure 7. The contribution of water-soluble and water-insoluble organic carbon from fossil-dominated sources (WSOCf and WIOCf) as well
as water-soluble and water-insoluble organic carbon from contemporary sources (WSOCc and WIOCc) to the total organic carbon. (a) Con-
tribution of different carbon fractions during winter, summer, spring, and fall. (b) Contribution of different carbon fractions for modified
marine and continental air mass origin.
ological material can contribute significantly to the water-
insoluble carbon.
A linear least squares fit to the data, excluding the three
highest data points and the pollen events, yields an intercept
of 0.10± 0.02 and an R2 of 0.74. The offset is small, cor-
responding to approximately 0.1 µg m−3 of WIOCc that is
independent of ECbb. In other words, a large part of the vari-
ability in contemporary WIOC in the Netherlands seems to
be associated with biomass combustion. There is no strong
evidence of a major contribution of biogenic SOA to WIOC,
which should be highest in spring and summer, when ECbb
and WIOCc concentrations are both small.
Figure 9 shows a scatter plot of WIOCf and ECf concen-
trations. ECf is emitted by the combustion of fossil fuels and
a positive correlation of WIOCf with ECf implies that pri-
mary emissions by fossil fuel combustion are an important
source for WIOCf as well. There is one outlier data point, for
which it is possible that the EC concentration calculated by
Eqs. (1) and (2) is overestimated. A linear regression exclud-
ing the four data points with highest ECf concentrations has
a slope of 0.32, an intercept of 0.1, and an R2 of 0.68. In con-
trast, a similar linear regression of WSOCf against ECf yields
an R2 of 0.01, indicating that fossil water-soluble WSOC
does not have a common source with ECf. If the four highest
data points are included the R2 is generally higher (0.92 for
WIOCf and 0.48 for WSOCf), but this is mainly due to the
fact that for these four samples TC concentrations are much
higher than average (ranging from 5 to 10 µg m−3) and this
leads to both higher OC and EC concentrations in general.
It is not good practice to fit such bimodal data with a lin-
ear regression. The low intercept indicates that primary emis-
sions from fossil fuel combustion is the predominant source
of fossil WIOC. The slope of such a regression line can give
real world constraints on OC /EC emissions ratios of fossil
sources; in this case we can suggest that OC /EC ratios of an
integrated fossil source should be below 0.8.
www.atmos-chem-phys.net/17/3233/2017/ Atmos. Chem. Phys., 17, 3233–3251, 2017
3246 U. Dusek et al.: Sources and formation mechanisms of carbonaceous aerosol
Figure 8. Scatter plot of contemporary water-insoluble carbon con-
centrations (WIOCc) against EC derived from biomass burning
(ECbb). ECbb has been corrected for the contribution of highly re-
fractory primary OC during three pollen events (red points).
In the lower concentration range there is considerable scat-
ter in the data points and individual WIOCf /ECf is in the
range of 0.4 to 1. However, compared to the typical vari-
ability of ambient OC /EC ratios, which can range from 1
to 10 or higher in remote locations (e.g., Khan et al., 2016;
Sandrini et al., 2014, and references therein), or even of
OCf /ECf ratios, this range of variability is relatively low.
The values of WIOCf /ECf measured in this study are com-
parable to OC /EC ratios of primary fossil emissions, such as
vehicular traffic in tunnel studies (e.g., Chirico et al., 2011).
OC /EC emission ratios of coal combustion can be in the
same range or higher (e.g., Chen et al., 2015). Coal com-
bustion is a negligible source in and around the Netherlands,
but it might be important during long-range transport events
of pollution from eastern Europe. WIOCf /ECf values mea-
sured during this study were overall higher in winter than in
the other seasons.
Average WIOCf /ECf ratios are similar under regional
pollution (0.6± 0.2) and under continental air mass con-
ditions (0.6± 0.3). This indicates that WIOCf /ECf ra-
tios might stem from similar sources in both cases. The
WIOCf /ECf ratio is 0.6± 0.3 averaged over all samples,
which might be indicative for an integrated primary OC /EC
emission ratio for fossil sources in western Europe.
WSOCf is usually thought to result mainly from secondary
formation. The ratio of WSOCf /ECf is 0.44± 0.46 under
regional air mass conditions, which sample relatively fresh
emissions. It increases to 0.6± 0.4 under continental air mass
conditions, where older and more processed aerosol is sam-
pled. The difference is significant at the 90 % confidence
level but not at the 95 % confidence level (p= 0.06). In
general the large variability of the WSOCf /ECf ratio indi-
cates that WSOCf and ECf do not originate from a common
source.
Figure 9. A scatter plot of EC concentrations from fossil-dominated
sources (ECf) versus concentrations of water-insoluble fossil car-
bon (WIOCf).
4 Discussion: aerosol in the Netherlands compared to
other regions
The average F14C(TC) measured in the Netherlands over the
course of a year is approximately 0.65. This is in the range of
F14C(TC) measured at different locations throughout Europe,
roughly 0.5 to 0.85, depending on location and season (Heal,
2014, and references therein). F14C(TC) values are usually at
the higher end of the range in rural locations and at the lower
end in urban areas. F14C(TC) at our polluted regional back-
ground site lies roughly in the middle of this range, corre-
sponding to expectations. F14C(TC) values in this study were
slightly lower in conditions dominated by regional pollution
(0.6) than in conditions influenced by long-range transport
(0.7). This indicates that aerosol carbon in the Netherlands
is more strongly influenced by fossil sources than aerosol
carbon transported from southern and central Europe. In the
Unites States, F14C(TC) values for suburban and rural sites
are usually higher (0.7–1; Lewis and Stiles, 2006; Lewis et
al., 2004; Schichtel et al., 2008). In Japan, F14C(TC) is usu-
ally lower and ranged from 0.3 to 0.5 in studies conducted
mostly in urban or suburban areas (Fushimi et al., 2011; Heal,
2014, and references therein; Morino et al., 2010). In China,
F14C(TC) can vary strongly by location from predominantly
fossil in large urban centers (Zhang et al., 2015) to mainly
biogenic in some rural areas (Zhang et al., 2014).
In this study F14C(TC) was highest in spring (0.76) and
lowest in summer (0.57). There are not many studies in
which data were compared for the same site in different sea-
sons, and most of them analyzed only a few samples per sea-
son, making them vulnerable for sampling bias, as discussed
above for this study. However, a general survey seems to in-
dicate that for sites situated in cleaner regions, such as Scan-
dinavia (Genberg et al., 2011; Szidat et al., 2009; Yttri et al.,
2011a), rural Spain (Minguillón et al., 2011), the rural US
(Bench, 2004; Schichtel et al., 2008), and several other rural
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background sites throughout Europe (Gelencsér et al., 2007),
F14C(TC) was lower in winter than in summer. In these lo-
cations, biogenic SOA presumably contributed significantly
to the total aerosol concentrations in summer. In more pol-
luted locations, such as the Po Valley (Gilardoni et al., 2011),
Barcelona (Minguillón et al., 2011), and Tokyo (Minoura et
al., 2012), F14C(TC) tended to be higher in winter than in
summer. In Birmingham (Heal et al., 2011), there was no
significant seasonal variation in F14C(TC). The results of our
study are more in line with the observations at polluted sites,
which seems reasonable given the high population and traffic
density of the surrounding urban areas. However, the results
of our study might also be influenced by the unusually high
amount of precipitation and low solar radiation during the
summer of 2011.
F14C(OC) was around 0.8, which is on the higher end of
several studies conducted in Europe, where F14C(OC) var-
ied between 0.55 and 0.8 (Ceburnis et al., 2011; Dusek et
al., 2013; Heal et al., 2011; Minguillón et al., 2011; Szi-
dat et al., 2006). However, most of these values were mea-
sured in urban areas and it is likely that F14C(OC) is higher
than that range at rural or regional sites. F14C(OC) did not
vary strongly between air mass conditions and seasons in our
study, and other measurements in Europe have shown no or
weak variation between the seasons (Heal, 2014, and refer-
ences therein).
If the samples influenced by primary biogenic material are
disregarded, the average F14C(EC) measured at the Cesar site
is 0.2, with on average 0.15 in summer and 0.25 in winter.
This is in the range of or slightly higher than F14C(EC) val-
ues reported for several European cities, such as Zurich (Szi-
dat et al., 2006), Birmingham (Heal et al., 2011), Barcelona
(Minguillón et al., 2011), or Göteborg (Szidat et al., 2009),
but lower than F14C(EC) measured in several background re-
gions, especially in winter, such as ∼ 0.4 in rural Sweden
(Szidat et al., 2009), ∼ 0.3 in rural Spain (Minguillón et al.,
2011), and 0.3 to 0.8 during wintertime smog episodes in
Switzerland (Zotter et al., 2014b). In addition to the lim-
ited number of studies that directly measured F14C(EC) for
PM2.5 in Europe, several studies estimated the contribution
of biomass burning to EC based on F14C(TC) and other trac-
ers, such as levoglucosan. In comparison with these studies
we can conclude that the wintertime contribution of biomass
burning to EC in the Netherlands is lower than in many other
regions in Europe (e.g., Genberg et al., 2011; Gilardoni et al.,
2011; Yttri et al., 2009). Additionally, our study shows that
F14C(EC) increases from 0.2 under regional pollution to 0.3
under continental air mass conditions. This is consistent with
long-range transport of carbonaceous aerosol from other re-
gions in Europe with higher F14C(EC).
Relatively few studies determined F14C(WIOC). In several
locations in Europe WIOC contained roughly equal fractions
of contemporary and fossil carbon (Szidat et al., 2007, 2009),
comparable to our study. This is, however, not necessarily the
case in other regions of the world. In Mexico city, where OC
is dominated by fossil emissions (Aiken et al., 2010), WIOC
is also mainly fossil. At a regional background site in south-
eastern China, where biomass burning is a strong source,
WIOC is mainly modern (Zhang et al., 2014).
WIOCf /ECf ratios determined in Switzerland or Sweden
were comparable to our values ranging from roughly 0.5 to
1 (Szidat et al., 2004, 2009); the ratios were not directly re-
ported but estimated from graphs in these publications. Two
studies done in China report higher WIOCf /ECf ratios of
around 1 (Zhang et al., 2014) and in the range from 1 to 2.5
in southeastern China (Liu et al., 2013). These high values
could be explained by less efficient combustion in an older
vehicle fleet and also higher OC /EC emission ratios from
coal burning that is much more common in China than in
western Europe.
In contrast, WSOC is dominated by modern sources in all
regions of the globe with usually only 0–20 % contributions
from fossil sources (e.g., Kirillova et al., 2010, 2013, 2014;
Szidat et al., 2006, 2009; Wozniak et al., 2012). The data
from the Cesar site fall in this range with a fossil fraction of
WSOC below 0.2 (Fig. 7).
We also determined the ratio of water-soluble to water-
insoluble fossil carbon (WSOC /WIOC)f. This ratio is
higher in spring and summer than in winter (1.2 vs. 0.6). It
is also higher in aged continental air mass conditions than
in regional pollution (1.2 vs. 0.7). Szidat et al. (2009) also
noticed that the fractional contribution of WSOC to fos-
sil OC increases in summer in Scandinavia. This is consis-
tent with a secondary origin of WSOCf. SOA formation is
usually enhanced in spring and summer due to higher so-
lar radiation. Longer atmospheric aging times of primary
emissions usually lead to higher SOA concentrations. If
WSOCf is regarded as a proxy for SOAf, then the above
(WSOC /WIOC)f ratios indicate that secondary formation
contributes roughly 50 % to fossil OC in spring and summer
versus 40 % in winter and 50 % in continental air masses ver-
sus approximately 30 % in regional pollution. Much higher
contributions of SOAf (around 70 %) to fossil OC have been
found in southern China (Zhang et al., 2014). Zotter et
al. (2014b) observed that SOAf concentrations are larger in
the Los Angeles area than in European cities, in contrast to
ECf concentrations, which are higher in Europe. They at-
tributed this to the higher fraction of diesel cars in Europe,
which emit a larger fraction of EC and less SOA precursors
than gasoline cars. Fushimi et al. (2010) concluded that in
suburban Tokyo, fossil sources make a dominant contribution
to the very high SOA concentrations observed in daytime.
SOA concentrations in that study were up to 10 times higher
than primary OC concentrations, so that fossil OA was pre-
dominantly of secondary origin. Even though secondary for-
mation contributes significantly to fossil OA in the Nether-
lands, compared to other, more photochemically active, re-
gions the contribution is relatively moderate.
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5 Conclusions
This study presents source apportionment of carbonaceous
aerosol at a regional site in the Netherlands over the course
of a whole year. Radiocarbon was measured in several car-
bon fractions of PM2.5, namely TC, OC, WIOC, and EC.
F14C(EC) is strongly correlated with the fraction of levoglu-
cosan in TC, except for three samples in spring time, which
were collected under very high pollen concentrations. Our
results suggest that refractory primary biogenic material can
survive the OC removal steps and bias F14C(EC) to higher
values.
F14C values of all carbon fractions are on average lower
for regional pollution, which indicates that aerosol carbon
in the Netherlands contains a higher contribution from fos-
sil sources than the aerosol transported to the Netherlands.
Overall, the highest F14C values were measured in spring
and the lowest F14C values in summer. However, there are
only a few data points per season, so specific meteorological
conditions, such as the very wet summer of 2011, may have
strongly affected the differences between seasons, which
may not be representative for a multiyear mean.
The concentrations of all carbonaceous fractions were on
average higher in continental air masses influenced by long-
range transport than for regional pollution. The difference in
TC concentrations was on average a factor of 3. However,
the average concentrations in continental air masses were
strongly influenced by a few pollution episodes with concen-
trations much higher than for regional pollution. This high-
lights the importance of long-range transport that episodi-
cally caused high TC concentrations in the Netherlands. Fos-
sil EC and fossil WIOC concentrations increased less than
TC in continental air masses. We conclude that these car-
bon fractions have a larger relative contribution from regional
sources than TC. Carbonaceous aerosol from biomass burn-
ing and fossil WSOC increased strongly in continental air
masses, suggesting major sources outside the Netherlands.
Fossil WSOC can be attributed mainly to secondary forma-
tion and the longer aging times during long-range transport
lead to higher concentrations of secondary carbon.
Fossil WIOC /EC was on average 0.6, well within the
range of primary OC /EC ratios from vehicular emissions.
This ratio did not change between regional and continental
air masses. One of the most interesting results of our study
is that, even though a large fraction of carbon emitted by
biomass burning is water soluble, long-range transport of
biomass smoke acts to significantly increase the rather low
background concentrations of WIOCc (around 0.1 µg m−3)
in the Netherlands. This can be concluded from the strong
correlation of WIOCc with ECbb and that a strong increase in
ECbb and WIOCc only happens during continental air mass
conditions. However, it is not clear if this holds in other
regions of the world and especially for other particle size
ranges, such as PM10 or total suspended particles. In these
size ranges primary biogenic material can also contribute to
WIOCc.
6 Data availability
The data are available at http://www.rug.nl/research/
isotope-research/projects/public-data-set (Dusek, 2017).
Competing interests. The authors declare that they have no conflict
of interest.
Acknowledgements. This work was funded by the Dutch Science
Foundation (NWO, grant no. 820.01.001). We would like to thank
Dicky van Zonneveld, Henk Been, and Anita Aerts-Bijma for their
14C analysis work. We gratefully acknowledge the work of Mattia
Monaco and Arthur Kappetijn, who contributed to sampling and
analysis as part of their masters’ projects. The authors gratefully
acknowledge the NOAA Air Resources Laboratory (ARL) for
the provision of the HYSPLIT transport and dispersion model
and/or READY website (http://www.ready.noaa.gov) used in this
publication.
Edited by: E. Weingartner
Reviewed by: two anonymous referees
References
Aiken, A. C., de Foy, B., Wiedinmyer, C., DeCarlo, P. F., Ulbrich, I.
M., Wehrli, M. N., Szidat, S., Prévôt, A. S. H., Noda, J., Wacker,
L., Volkamer, R., Fortner, E., Wang, J., Laskin, A., Shutthanan-
dan, V., Zheng, J., Zhang, R., Paredes-Miranda, G., Arnott, W.
P., Molina, L. T., Sosa, G., Querol, X., and Jimenez, J. L.: Mex-
ico city aerosol analysis during MILAGRO using high resolu-
tion aerosol mass spectrometry at the urban supersite (T0) –
Part 2: Analysis of the biomass burning contribution and the
non-fossil carbon fraction, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 10, 5315–5341,
doi:10.5194/acp-10-5315-2010, 2010.
Allan, J. D., Williams, P. I., Morgan, W. T., Martin, C. L., Flynn, M.
J., Lee, J., Nemitz, E., Phillips, G. J., Gallagher, M. W., and Coe,
H.: Contributions from transport, solid fuel burning and cook-
ing to primary organic aerosols in two UK cities, Atmos. Chem.
Phys., 10, 647–668, doi:10.5194/acp-10-647-2010, 2010.
Bench, G.: Measurement of Contemporary and Fossil Carbon Con-
tents of PM Aerosols?: Results from Turtleback Dome, Yosemite
National Park, Enviorn. Sci. Technol., 38, 2424–2427, 2004.
Bennett, M., Volckens, J., Stanglmaier, R., McNichol, A. P., Ellen-
son, W. D., and Lewis, C. W.: Biodiesel effects on particulate ra-
diocarbon (14C) emissions from a diesel engine, J. Aerosol Sci.,
39, 667–678, 2008.
Bernardoni, V., Calzolai, G., Chiari, M., Fedi, M., Lucarelli, F.,
Nava, S., Piazzalunga, A., Riccobono, F., Taccetti, F., Valli, G.,
and Vecchi, R.: Radiocarbon analysis on organic and elemental
carbon in aerosol samples and source apportionment at an urban
site in Northern Italy, J. Aerosol Sci., 56, 88–99, 2013.
Atmos. Chem. Phys., 17, 3233–3251, 2017 www.atmos-chem-phys.net/17/3233/2017/
U. Dusek et al.: Sources and formation mechanisms of carbonaceous aerosol 3249
Birch, M. E. and Cary, R. A.: Elemental carbon-based method for
monitoring occupational exposures to particulate diesel exhaust,
AS&T, 25, 221–241, 1996.
Ceburnis, D., Garbaras, A., Szidat, S., Rinaldi, M., Fahrni, S., Per-
ron, N., Wacker, L., Leinert, S., Remeikis, V., Facchini, M. C.,
Prévôt, A. S. H., Jennings, S. G., Ramonet, M., and O’Dowd,
C. D.: Quantification of the carbonaceous matter origin in sub-
micron marine aerosol by 13C and 14C isotope analysis, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 11, 8593–8606, doi:10.5194/acp-11-8593-
2011, 2011.
Chen, Y., Tian, C., Feng, Y., Zhi, G., Li, J., and Zhang, G.: Mea-
surements of emission factors of PM2.5, OC, EC, and BC for
household stoves of coal combustion in China, Atmos. Environ.,
109, 190–196, 2015.
Chin, M., Diehl, T., Tan, Q., Prospero, J. M., Kahn, R. A., Remer, L.
A., Yu, H., Sayer, A. M., Bian, H., Geogdzhayev, I. V., Holben, B.
N., Howell, S. G., Huebert, B. J., Hsu, N. C., Kim, D., Kucsera, T.
L., Levy, R. C., Mishchenko, M. I., Pan, X., Quinn, P. K., Schus-
ter, G. L., Streets, D. G., Strode, S. A., Torres, O., and Zhao,
X.-P.: Multi-decadal aerosol variations from 1980 to 2009: a per-
spective from observations and a global model, Atmos. Chem.
Phys., 14, 3657–3690, doi:10.5194/acp-14-3657-2014, 2014.
Chirico, R., Prévôt, A. S. H., DeCarlo, P. F., Heringa, M. F., Richter,
R., Weingartner, E., and Baltensperger, U.: Aerosol and trace gas
vehicle emission factors measured in a tunnel using an Aerosol
Mass Spectrometer and other on-line instrumentation, Atmos.
Environ., 45, 2182–2192, 2011.
Chow, J. C., Watson, J. G., Kuhns, H., Etyemezian, V., Lowenthal,
D. H., Crow, D., Kohl, S. D., Engelbrecht, J. P., and Green, M.
C.: Source profiles for industrial, mobile, and area sources in the
Big Bend Regional Aerosol Visibility and Observational study,
Chemosphere, 54, 185–208, 2004.
Christian, T. J., Yokelson, R. J., Cárdenas, B., Molina, L. T., En-
gling, G., and Hsu, S.-C.: Trace gas and particle emissions from
domestic and industrial biofuel use and garbage burning in cen-
tral Mexico, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 10, 565–584, doi:10.5194/acp-
10-565-2010, 2010.
Currie, L. A.: Evolution and multidisciplinary frontiers of 14C
aerosol science, Radiocarbon, 42, 115–126, 2000.
de Rooij, M., van der Plicht, J., and Meijer, H. A. J.: Porous iron
pellets for AMS 14C analysis of small samples down to ultra-
microscale size (10–25 µgC), Nucl. Instruments Methods Phys.
Res. B, 268, 947–951, 2010.
Dusek, U.: 14C Public data set, University of Groningen, avail-
able at: http://www.rug.nl/research/isotope-research/projects/
public-data-set, 2017.
Dusek, U., ten Brink, H. M., Meijer, H. A. J., Kos, G., Mrozek, D.,
Röckmann, T., Holzinger, R., and Weijers, E. P.: The contribu-
tion of fossil sources to the organic aerosol in the Netherlands,
Atmos. Environ., 74, 169–176, 2013.
Dusek, U., Monaco, M., Prokopiou, M., Gongriep, F., Hitzenberger,
R., Meijer, H. A. J., and Röckmann, T.: Evaluation of a two-
step thermal method for separating organic and elemental car-
bon for radiocarbon analysis, Atmos. Meas. Tech., 7, 1943–1955,
doi:10.5194/amt-7-1943-2014, 2014.
Fushimi, A., Tanabe, K., Ohara, T., Hasegawa, S., Uchida, M.,
Takami, A., Yokouchi, Y., and Kobayashi, S.: Contrasting Di-
urnal Variations in Fossil and Nonfossil Secondary Organic
Aerosol in Urban Outflow, Japan, Environ. Sci. Technol., 44,
8581–8586, 2010.
Fushimi, A., Wagai, R., Uchida, M., Hasegawa, S., Takahashi, K.,
Kondo, M., Hirabayashi, M., Morino, Y., Shibata, Y., Ohara, T.,
Kobayashi, S., and Tanabe, K.: Radiocarbon (14C) diurnal vari-
ations in fine particles at sites downwind from Tokyo, Japan in
summer, Environ. Sci. Technol., 45, 6784–6792, 2011.
Fuzzi, S., Andreae, M. O., Huebert, B. J., Kulmala, M., Bond, T.
C., Boy, M., Doherty, S. J., Guenther, A., Kanakidou, M., Kawa-
mura, K., Kerminen, V.-M., Lohmann, U., Russell, L. M., and
Pöschl, U.: Critical assessment of the current state of scien-
tific knowledge, terminology, and research needs concerning the
role of organic aerosols in the atmosphere, climate, and global
change, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 6, 2017–2038, doi:10.5194/acp-6-
2017-2006, 2006.
Fuzzi, S., Baltensperger, U., Carslaw, K., Decesari, S., Denier van
der Gon, H., Facchini, M. C., Fowler, D., Koren, I., Langford,
B., Lohmann, U., Nemitz, E., Pandis, S., Riipinen, I., Rudich, Y.,
Schaap, M., Slowik, J. G., Spracklen, D. V., Vignati, E., Wild,
M., Williams, M., and Gilardoni, S.: Particulate matter, air qual-
ity and climate: lessons learned and future needs, Atmos. Chem.
Phys., 15, 8217–8299, doi:10.5194/acp-15-8217-2015, 2015.
Gelencsér, A., May, B., Simpson, D., Sánchez-Ochoa, A.,
Kasper-Giebl, A., Puxbaum, H., Caseiro, A., Pio, C., and
Legrand, M.: Source apportionment of PM2.5 organic aerosol
over Europe: Primary/secondary, natural/anthropogenic,
and fossil/biogenic origin, J. Geophys. Res., 112, D23S04,
doi:10.1029/2006JD008094, 2007.
Genberg, J., Hyder, M., Stenström, K., Bergström, R., Simpson,
D., Fors, E. O., Jönsson, J. Å., and Swietlicki, E.: Source
apportionment of carbonaceous aerosol in southern Sweden,
Atmos. Chem. Phys., 11, 11387–11400, doi:10.5194/acp-11-
11387-2011, 2011.
Gilardoni, S., Vignati, E., Cavalli, F., Putaud, J. P., Larsen, B.
R., Karl, M., Stenström, K., Genberg, J., Henne, S., and Den-
tener, F.: Better constraints on sources of carbonaceous aerosols
using a combined 14C – macro tracer analysis in a European
rural background site, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 11, 5685–5700,
doi:10.5194/acp-11-5685-2011, 2011.
Godwin, H.: Half-life of Radiocarbon, Nature, 195, 984, 1962.
Gustafsson, Ö., Kruså, M., Zencak, Z., Sheesley, R. J., Granat, L.,
Engström, E., Praveen, P. S., Rao, P. S. P., Leck, C., Rodhe, H.,
and Asia, S.: Brown Clouds over South Asia?: Biomass or Fossil
Fuel Combustion??, Science, 323, 495–498, 2009.
El Haddad, I., Marchand, N., Temime-Roussel, B., Wortham, H.,
Piot, C., Besombes, J.-L., Baduel, C., Voisin, D., Armengaud,
A., and Jaffrezo, J.-L.: Insights into the secondary fraction of
the organic aerosol in a Mediterranean urban area: Marseille,
Atmos. Chem. Phys., 11, 2059–2079, doi:10.5194/acp-11-2059-
2011, 2011.
Heal, M. R.: The application of carbon-14 analyses to the source
apportionment of atmospheric carbonaceous particulate matter:
A review, Anal. Bioanal. Chem., 406, 81–98, 2014.
Heal, M. R., Naysmith, P., Cook, G. T., Xu, S., Duran, T. R., and
Harrison, R. M.: Application of 14C analyses to source appor-
tionment of carbonaceous PM2.5 in the UK, Atmos. Environ.,
45, 2341–2348, 2011.
Heringa, M. F., DeCarlo, P. F., Chirico, R., Lauber, A., Doberer,
A., Good, J., Nussbaumer, T., Keller, A., Burtscher, H., Richard,
www.atmos-chem-phys.net/17/3233/2017/ Atmos. Chem. Phys., 17, 3233–3251, 2017
3250 U. Dusek et al.: Sources and formation mechanisms of carbonaceous aerosol
A., Miljevic, B., Prévôt, A. S. H., and Baltensperger, U.: Time-
resolved characterization of primary emissions from residential
wood combustion appliances, Environ. Sci. Technol., 46, 11418–
11425, 2012.
Hoffmann, D., Tilgner, A., Iinuma, Y., and Herrmann, H.: Atmo-
spheric stability of levoglucosan: A detailed laboratory and mod-
eling study, Environ. Sci. Technol., 44, 694–699, 2010.
Iinuma, Y., Engling, G., Puxbaum, H., and Herrmann, H.: A highly
resolved anion-exchange chromatographic method for determi-
nation of saccharidic tracers for biomass combustion and primary
bio-particles in atmospheric aerosol, Atmos. Environ., 43, 1367–
1371, 2009.
Keuken, M. P., Moerman, M., Voogt, M., Blom, M., Weijers, E.
P., Röckmann, T., and Dusek, U.: Source contributions to PM2.5
and PM10 at an urban background and a street location, Atmos.
Environ., 71, 26–35, 2013.
Khan, M. B., Masiol, M., Formenton, G., Di Gilio, A., de Gennaro,
G., Agostinelli, C., and Pavoni, B.: Carbonaceous PM2.5 and sec-
ondary organic aerosol across the Veneto region (NE Italy), Sci.
Total Environ., 542, 172–181, 2016.
Kirillova, E. N., Sheesley, R. J., and Andersson, A.: Natural Abun-
dance 13C and 14C Analysis of Water-Soluble Organic Carbon
in Atmospheric Aerosols, Anal. Chem., 82, 7973–7978, 2010.
Kirillova, E. N., Andersson, A., Sheesley, R. J., Kruså, M., Praveen,
P. S., Budhavant, K., Safai, P. D., Rao, P. S. P., and Gustafsson,
Ö.: 13C- and 14C-based study of sources and atmospheric pro-
cessing of water-soluble organic carbon (WSOC) in South Asian
aerosols, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 118, 614–626, 2013.
Kirillova, E. N., Andersson, A., Tiwari, S., Srivastava, A. K., Bisht,
D. S., and Gustafsson, Ö.: Water-soluble organic carbon aerosols
during a full New Delhi winter: Isotope-based source appor-
tionment and optical properties, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 119,
3476–3485, 2014.
Levin, I., Naegler, T., Kromer, B., Diehl, M., Francey, R. J., Gomez-
Pelaez, A. J., Steele, L. P., Wagenbach, D., Weller, R., and Wor-
thy, D. E.: Observations and modelling of the global distribution
and long-term trend of atmospheric 14CO2, Tellus B, 62, 26–46,
2010.
Lewis, C. W. and Stiles, D. C.: Radiocarbon Content of PM2.5 Am-
bient Aerosol in Tampa, FL, Aerosol Sci. Technol., 40, 189–196,
2006.
Lewis, C., Klouda, G., and Ellenson, W.: Radiocarbon measure-
ment of the biogenic contribution to summertime PM-2.5 am-
bient aerosol in Nashville, TN, Atmos. Environ., 38, 6053–6061,
2004.
Liu, D., Li, J., Zhang, Y., Xu, Y., Liu, X., Ding, P., Shen, C., Chen,
Y., Tian, C., and Zhang, G.: The Use of Levoglucosan and Ra-
diocarbon for Source Apportionment of PM2.5 Carbonaceous
Aerosols at a Background Site in East China, Environ. Sci. Tech-
nol., 47, 10454–10461, 2013.
McMeeking, G. R., Kreidenweis, S. M., Baker, S., Carrico, C. M.,
Chow, J. C., Collett, J. L., Hao, W. M., Holden, A. S., Kirch-
stetter, T. W., Malm, W. C., Moosmüller, H., Sullivan, A. P., and
Wold, C. E.: Emissions of trace gases and aerosols during the
open combustion of biomass in the laboratory, J. Geophys. Res.,
114, D19210, doi:10.1029/2009JD011836, 2009.
Minguillón, M. C., Perron, N., Querol, X., Szidat, S., Fahrni, S.
M., Alastuey, A., Jimenez, J. L., Mohr, C., Ortega, A. M., Day,
D. A., Lanz, V. A., Wacker, L., Reche, C., Cusack, M., Amato,
F., Kiss, G., Hoffer, A., Decesari, S., Moretti, F., Hillamo, R.,
Teinilä, K., Seco, R., Peñuelas, J., Metzger, A., Schallhart, S.,
Müller, M., Hansel, A., Burkhart, J. F., Baltensperger, U., and
Prévôt, A. S. H.: Fossil versus contemporary sources of fine el-
emental and organic carbonaceous particulate matter during the
DAURE campaign in Northeast Spain, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 11,
12067–12084, doi:10.5194/acp-11-12067-2011, 2011.
Minoura, H., Morikawa, T., Mizohata, A., and Sakamoto, K.: Car-
bonaceous aerosol and its characteristics observed in Tokyo and
south Kanto region, Atmos. Environ., 61, 605–613, 2012.
Mohn, J., Szidat, S., Fellner, J., Rechberger, H., Quartier, R., Buch-
mann, B., and Emmenegger, L.: Determination of biogenic and
fossil CO(2) emitted by waste incineration based on (14)CO(2)
and mass balances, Bioresour. Technol., 99, 6471–6479, 2008.
Mook, W. G. and van der Plicht, J.: Reporting 14C activities and
concentrations, Radiocarbon, 41, 227–239, 1999.
Morino, Y., Takahashi, K., Fushimi, A., Tanabe, K., Ohara, T.,
Hasegawa, S., Uchida, M., Takami, A., Yokouchi, Y., and
Kobayashi, S.: Contrasting diurnal variations in fossil and non-
fossil secondary organic aerosol in urban outflow, Japan, Envi-
ron. Sci. Technol., 44, 8581–8586, 2010.
Ohata, S., Moteki, N., Mori, T., Koike, M., and Kondo, Y.: A
key process controlling the wet removal of aerosols: new obser-
vational evidence, Sci. Rep., 6, 34113, doi:10.1038/srep34113,
2016.
Pöschl, U.: Atmospheric aerosols: composition, transformation, cli-
mate and health effects, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl., 44, 7520–
7540, 2005.
Prokopiou, M.: Characterization of a thermal method for separating
organic and elemental carbon from aerosol samples using 14-C
analysis, MS thesis, University of Groningen, the Netherlands,
2010.
Putaud, J.-P., Raes, F., Van Dingenen, R., Brüggemann, E., Fac-
chini, M.-C., Decesari, S., Fuzzi, S., Gehrig, R., Hüglin, C., Laj,
P., Lorbeer, G., Maenhaut, W., Mihalopoulos, N., Müller, K.,
Querol, X., Rodriguez, S., Schneider, J., Spindler, G., Brink, H.
Ten, Tørseth, K., and Wiedensohler, A.: A European aerosol phe-
nomenology – 2: chemical characteristics of particulate matter at
kerbside, urban, rural and background sites in Europe, Atmos.
Environ., 38, 2579–2595, 2004.
Reimer, P. J., Brown, T. A., and Reimer, R. W.: Discussion: Re-
porting and calibration of post-bomb 14C data, Radiocarbon, 46,
1299–1304, 2004.
Ruff, M., Wacker, L., Gäggeler, H. W., Suter, M., Synal, H.-A., and
Szidat, S.: A gas ion source for radiocarbon measurements at
200 kV, Radiocarbon, 49, 307–314, 2007.
Ruff, M., Szidat, S., Gäggeler, H. W., Suter, M., Synal, H.-A., and
Wacker, L.: Gaseous radiocarbon measurements of small sam-
ples, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. B, 268, 790–794, 2010.
Sandrini, S., Fuzzi, S., Piazzalunga, A., Prati, P., Bonasoni, P., Cav-
alli, F., Bove, M. C., Calvello, M., Cappelletti, D., Colombi, C.,
Contini, D., de Gennaro, G., Di Gilio, A., Fermo, P., Ferrero, L.,
Gianelle, V., Giugliano, M., Ielpo, P., Lonati, G., Marinoni, A.,
Massabò, D., Molteni, U., Moroni, B., Pavese, G., Perrino, C.,
Perrone, M. G., Perrone, M. R., Putaud, J. P., Sargolini, T., Vec-
chi, R., and Gilardoni, S.: Spatial and seasonal variability of car-
bonaceous aerosol across Italy, Atmos. Environ., 99, 587–598,
2014.
Atmos. Chem. Phys., 17, 3233–3251, 2017 www.atmos-chem-phys.net/17/3233/2017/
U. Dusek et al.: Sources and formation mechanisms of carbonaceous aerosol 3251
Schauer, J. J., Rogge, W. F., Hildemann, L. M., Mazurek, M. A., and
Cass, G. R.: Source apportionment of airbore particulate matter
using organic compounds as tracers, Atmos. Environ., 30, 3837–
3855, 1996.
Schichtel, B. A., Malm, W. C., Bench, G., Fallon, S., McDade,
C. E., Chow, J. C., and Watson, J. G.: Fossil and contem-
porary fine particulate carbon fractions at 12 rural and urban
sites in the United States, J. Geophys. Res., 113, D02311,
doi:10.1029/2007JD008605, 2008.
Schmid, H., Laskus, L., Ju, H., Abraham, K., Baltensperger, U., La-
vanchy, V., Bizjak, M., Burba, P., Cachier, H., Crow, D., Chow,
J., Gnauk, T., Even, A., Brink, H. M., Giesen, K., Hitzenberger,
R., Hueglin, C., Maenhaut, W., Pio, C., Carvalho, A., Putaud,
J., Toom-sauntry, D., and Puxbaum, H.: Results of the “carbon
conference” international aerosol carbon round robin test stage I,
Atmos. Environ., 35, 2111–2121, 2001.
Schmidl, C., Marr, I. L., Caseiro, A., Kotianová, P., Berner, A.,
Bauer, H., Kasper-Giebl, A., and Puxbaum, H.: Chemical charac-
terisation of fine particle emissions from wood stove combustion
of common woods growing in mid-European Alpine regions, At-
mos. Environ., 42, 126–141, 2008.
Stein, A. F., Draxler, R. R., Rolph, G. D., Stunder, B. J. B., Co-
hen, M. D., and Ngan, F.: NOAA’s HYSPLIT atmospheric trans-
port and dispersion modeling system, B. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 96,
2059–2077, 2015.
Szidat, S., Jenk, T. M., Gäggeler, H. W., Synal, H.-A., Fisseha,
R., Baltensperger, U., Kalberer, M., Samburova, V., Reimann,
S., Kasper-Giebl, A., and Hajdas, I.: Radiocarbon (14C)-deduced
biogenic and anthropogenic contributions to organic carbon (OC)
of urban aerosols from Zürich, Switzerland, Atmos. Environ., 38,
4035–4044, 2004.
Szidat, S., Jenk, T. M., Synal, H.-A., Kalberer, M., Wacker, L., Haj-
das, I., Kasper-Giebl, A., and Baltensperger, U.: Contributions of
fossil fuel, biomass-burning, and biogenic emissions to carbona-
ceous aerosols in Zurich as traced by 14C, J. Geophys. Res., 111,
D07206, doi:10.1029/2005JD006590, 2006.
Szidat, S., Prévôt, A. S. H., Sandradewi, J., Alfarra, M. R.,
Synal, H.-A., Wacker, L., and Baltensperger, U.: Dominant
impact of residential wood burning on particulate matter in
Alpine valleys during winter, Geophys. Res. Lett., 34, L05820,
doi:10.1029/2006GL028325, 2007.
Szidat, S., Ruff, M., Perron, N., Wacker, L., Synal, H.-A., Hallquist,
M., Shannigrahi, A. S., Yttri, K. E., Dye, C., and Simpson, D.:
Fossil and non-fossil sources of organic carbon (OC) and ele-
mental carbon (EC) in Göteborg, Sweden, Atmos. Chem. Phys.,
9, 1521–1535, doi:10.5194/acp-9-1521-2009, 2009.
Taylor, P. E., Flagan, R. C., Miguel, A. G., Valenta, R., and Glovsky,
M. M.: Birch pollen rupture and the release of aerosols of res-
pirable allergens, Clin. Exp. Allergy, 34, 1591–1596, 2004.
van der Plicht, J., Wijma, S., Aerts, A., Pertuisot, M., and Meijer,
H. A.: Status report: The Groningen AMS facility, Nucl. Instru-
ments Methods Phys. Res. B, 172, 58–65, 2000.
Wacker, L., Fahrni, S. M., Hajdas, I., Molnar, M., Synal, H.-A., Szi-
dat, S., and Zhang, Y. L.: A versatile gas interface for routine
radiocarbon analysis with a gas ion source, Nucl. Instrum. Meth.
B, 294, 315–319, 2013.
Weijers, E. P., Schaap, M., Nguyen, L., Matthijsen, J., Denier
van der Gon, H. A. C., ten Brink, H. M., and Hoogerbrugge,
R.: Anthropogenic and natural constituents in particulate mat-
ter in the Netherlands, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 11, 2281–2294,
doi:10.5194/acp-11-2281-2011, 2011.
Wittmaack, K.: Combustion characteristics of water-insoluble ele-
mental and organic carbon in size selected ambient aerosol par-
ticles, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 5, 1905–1913, doi:10.5194/acp-5-
1905-2005, 2005.
Wozniak, A. S., Bauer, J. E., Dickhut, R. M., Xu, L., and McNichol,
A. P.: Isotopic characterization of aerosol organic carbon com-
ponents over the eastern United States, J. Geophys. Res., 117,
D13303, doi:10.1029/2011JD017153, 2012.
Yttri, K. E., Dye, C., Braathen, O.-A., Simpson, D., and Steinnes,
E.: Carbonaceous aerosols in Norwegian urban areas, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 9, 2007–2020, doi:10.5194/acp-9-2007-2009,
2009.
Yttri, K. E., Simpson, D., Stenström, K., Puxbaum, H., and
Svendby, T.: Source apportionment of the carbonaceous aerosol
in Norway – quantitative estimates based on 14C, thermal-optical
and organic tracer analysis, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 11, 9375–9394,
doi:10.5194/acp-11-9375-2011, 2011a.
Yttri, K. E., Simpson, D., Nøjgaard, J. K., Kristensen, K., Genberg,
J., Stenström, K., Swietlicki, E., Hillamo, R., Aurela, M., Bauer,
H., Offenberg, J. H., Jaoui, M., Dye, C., Eckhardt, S., Burkhart,
J. F., Stohl, A., and Glasius, M.: Source apportionment of the
summer time carbonaceous aerosol at Nordic rural background
sites, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 11, 13339–13357, doi:10.5194/acp-
11-13339-2011, 2011b.
Zhang, Y. L., Perron, N., Ciobanu, V. G., Zotter, P., Minguil-
lón, M. C., Wacker, L., Prévôt, A. S. H., Baltensperger, U.,
and Szidat, S.: On the isolation of OC and EC and the opti-
mal strategy of radiocarbon-based source apportionment of car-
bonaceous aerosols, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 12, 10841–10856,
doi:10.5194/acp-12-10841-2012, 2012.
Zhang, Y., Obrist, D., Zielinska, B., and Gertler, A.: Particulate
emissions from different types of biomass burning, Atmos. Env-
iron., 72, 27–35, 2013.
Zhang, Y.-L., Li, J., Zhang, G., Zotter, P., Huang, R.-J., Tang, J.-
H., Wacker, L., Prévôt, A. S. H., and Szidat, S.: Radiocarbon-
based source apportionment of carbonaceous aerosols at a re-
gional background site on Hainan Island, South China, Environ.
Sci. Technol., 48, 2651–2659, 2014.
Zhang, Y. L., Schnelle-Kreis, J., Abbaszade, G., Zimmermann, R.,
Zotter, P., Shen, R. R., Schaefer, K., Shao, L., Prévôt, A. S. H.,
and Szidat, S.: Source Apportionment of Elemental Carbon in
Beijing, China: Insights from Radiocarbon and Organic Marker
Measurements, Environ. Sci. Technol., 49, 8408–8415, 2015.
Zotter, P., El-Haddad, I., Zhang, Y.-L., Hayes, P. L., Zhang, X., Lin,
Y.-H., Wacker, L., Schnelle-Kreis, J., Abbaszade, G., Zimmer-
mann, R., Surratt, J. D., Weber, R., Jimenez, J. L., Szidat, S.,
Baltensperger, U., and Prevôt, A. S. H.: Diurnal cycle of fossil
and nonfossil carbon using radiocarbon analyses during CalNex,
J. Geophys. Res., 119, 6818–6835, 2014a.
Zotter, P., Ciobanu, V. G., Zhang, Y. L., El-Haddad, I., Macchia,
M., Daellenbach, K. R., Salazar, G. A., Huang, R.-J., Wacker,
L., Hueglin, C., Piazzalunga, A., Fermo, P., Schwikowski, M.,
Baltensperger, U., Szidat, S., and Prévôt, A. S. H.: Radiocarbon
analysis of elemental and organic carbon in Switzerland during
winter-smog episodes from 2008 to 2012 – Part 1: Source appor-
tionment and spatial variability, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 14, 13551–
13570, doi:10.5194/acp-14-13551-2014, 2014b.
www.atmos-chem-phys.net/17/3233/2017/ Atmos. Chem. Phys., 17, 3233–3251, 2017
